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DETAILED ACTION 

In the amendment filed on 1 1/08/10, the following have occurred: claims 1 and 6 have been 
amended and claims 1-6, and 15-17 are currently pending. The examiner has hereby withdrawn 
the rejections of claims 1-6 and 15-17 under 35 U.S.C 112, first paragraph. 

35 USC § 112 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. The claim cannot be clearly understood due to the open- 
ended nature of the Markush group. A Markush group must be definite and complete as 
to its membership. The Markush group in claim 17 is indefinite as to scope in the use of 
the term "includes" in the phrase "includes: ratio, gamma hedge, aggressive short sell, 
stop loss, iceberg, auto trader and CB delta hedge algorithms". That is to say, the word 
"includes" is open-ended implying that the group includes the following members and 
others, yet unmentioned. This is too vague and indefinite. Claim therefore rejected. 
Examiner suggests that the applicant replace the phrase "includes" with the phrase 
"consists of to overcome this rejection. Correction is required. See MPEP § 2173.05 
(h). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-6 and 15-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 102(e) as being anticipated 

by Kane (U.S. Patent 6,317,728). 
Re claim 1. Kane discloses a processor-implemented trading method, comprising: 
receiving via a processor a plurality of trade parameters, the plurality of trade 
parameters characteristic of a desired trade (see the abstract); receiving a selection of 
a trade implementation plug-in (see the abstract); loading the selected trade 
implementation plug-in in a logic engine (see the abstract); loading a market-specific 
plug-in in the logic engine (see the abstract); providing the plurality of trade parameters 
characteristic of the desired trade to the logic engine (see fig. 1 element 16); determining 
an order strategy based on the plurality of trade parameters by executing the trade 
implementation plug-in and the market-specific plug-in (i.e., the decision logic having a 
plurality of agents, each operating in response to a respective buy/sell rule for 
generating buy/sell orders for securities in conformance with the buy and sell data, see 
col3. lines 30-34); executing the order strategy (see col. 3 lines 40-43); and providing 
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order data based on the order strategy for display in real time on a graphical user 
interface (i.e., a single screen for quote and position information, see col. 8 lines 30-31). 
Re claims 2 and 3: Kane discloses the method wherein the step of inputting a trading 
order into a logic engine further comprises inputting an order through an ordering 
system (i.e., data acquisition system, see abstract). 

Re claim 5: Kane further discloses the method wherein the step of executing said order 
further comprises outputting said order through an ordering system (col. 3, lines 34-36). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 
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Claims 4, 6, 15-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kane (U.S. Patent 6,317,728) in view of Microsoft Computer Dictionary (MCD 
hereinafter: Microsoft Computer Dictionary 5 th edition, page 345). 
Re claim 4: Kane discloses a method for computerized trading comprising: the steps of 
processing trading orders (see abstract). Kane does not explicitly disclose a step of de- 
constructing said Complex Order into at least one event and action. However, the 
method of deconstructing complex order into event/action is old and well known and it a 
well-taught modular design method in object-oriented modular programming (see 
Microsoft computer dictionary 5 th edition, page 345). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to implement this well-taught modular design 
method in Kane to allow programmers to debug and recover very quickly from program 
crashes. 

Re claim 6. Kane discloses the method for computerized trading comprising: 
, comprising: receiving via a processor a plurality of trade parameters, the plurality of 
trade parameters characteristic of a desired trade and received as a complexorder and 
received through an ordering system (see the abstract); receiving a selection of a trade 
implementation plug-in (see the abstract); loading the selected trade implementation 
plug-in in a logic engine (see the abstract); loading a market-specific plug-in in the logic 
engine (see the abstract); providing the plurality of trade parameters characteristic of 
the desired trade to the logic engine (see fig. 1 element 16); determining an order 
strategy based on the plurality of trade parameters by executing the trade 
implementation plug-in and the market-specific plug-in (i.e., the decision logic having a 
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plurality of agents, each operating in response to a respective buy/sell rule for 
generating buy/sell orders for securities in conformance with the buy and sell data, see 
col3. lines 30-34); executing the order strategy (see col. 3 lines 40-43); and providing 
order data based on the order strategy for display in real time on a graphical user 
interface (i.e., a single screen for quote and position information, see col. 8 lines 30-31). 
Kane does not explicitly teach the step of deconstructing said complex order into events 
and actions. The method of deconstructing complex order into event/action is a well- 
taught modular design in object-oriented modular programming (see Microsoft computer 
dictionary 5 th edition, page 345). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to implement this well-taught modular design method in Kane to 
allow programmers to debug and recover very quickly from program crashes. 
Re claim 15. Kane further discloses the method as in claim 6, further comprising: 
receiving information related to one or more external conditions necessary to 
match at least one Event and Action (see col. 8 lines 14-32, also see col. 12 lines 45-60) 
Re claim 16. Kane further discloses the method as in claim 6, further comprising: 
generating, based on the received plurality of trade parameters, one or more 
conditions necessary to match at least one Event and Action (see col. 7 lines 60-65, also 
see col. 12 lines 45-60). 

Re claim 17. Kane further discloses the method as in claim 9, wherein the trade 
implementation plug-in includes: ratio, gamma hedge, aggressive short sell, stop loss, 
iceberg, auto trader and CB delta hedge algorithms (see col. 3 lines 3-8) 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 1 1/08/10 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. In the remarks, the applicant argues in substance that Kane fails to 
disclose "determining by the trade implementation plug-in and the market-specific plug- 
in an order strategy based on the plurality of trade parameters." Contrary to the 
applicant's assertion, the examiner contends that Kane makes this disclosure (i.e., the 
decision logic having a plurality of agents, each operating in response to a respective 
buy/sell rule for generating buy/sell orders for securities in conformance with the buy 
and sell data, see col3. lines 30-34). 

The applicant further argues that the prior art of record fail to disclose "the step of 
deconstructing said complex order into events and actions." Contrary to the applicant's 
assertion, the examiner contends that the method of deconstructing complex order into 
event/action is a well-taught modular design in object-oriented modular programming 
(see Microsoft computer dictionary 5 th edition, page 345). And one of ordinary skill in the 
art, at the time of the invention, would have been motivated to implement this well- 
taught modular design method in Kane to allow programmers to debug and recover very 
quickly from program crashes. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to OJO O. OYEBISI whose telephone number is (571)272- 
8298. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30A.M-5:30P.M. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Charles Kyle can be reached on (571)272-8594. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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